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Dear Harold, 

good to hear from you. 



My agent in New York read a few paragraphs from Lane's book 
to me over the phone. I see what you mean, as far as Kay Black is 
concerned. La cie , however, did quote me correctly, lie originally had 
r,j o saying r stood in t he bbthroon window on tho nirrht of the slaying 
and saying 1 said it was physically impossible to have fired off 
a shot. I never said it was physically impossible, I merely said 
it would have been difficult and perhaps impossible to have gotten 
a clear shot, as a result of protruding brachhes, treees and the 
heavy vegetation and cited the Ap Paragraph. 

Harriet Van ? ?? , New York Post columnist either misquoted 

Lane, or Lane made one bad bobo. She quotes Lane as saying Holloman 
spent 25 years in J. Ldgar Hoover's office. She also quotes Lane 
as saying he talked to Grace Walden. 1 don't believe he did. Instead, 
he read my Computers & People article, number ]0, and talked to 
Charles Mupphy, Mrs. Walden's lawyer, lie really gave a snow job to 
Muu^phy who was impressed by him. 



According to my agent, Lane admits in his book, that he trie) 
or hoodwinked liolloman into the interview by introducing Abby Mann 
as the author of Kojak, which he is, and that they were in Memphis to 
yet scenario ideas for the Kojak program. Then, they got him to talk 
auout the King case, etc, etc... he tells me that he gives ^ou hell 
in your book for spelling kedditt in"Frame-Up H as Reddick. Minor error 
compared to his gross errors in facts. 



No word on my book. My agent was told by one of the 
readers that Doubleday --or at least some of its editors-=want to 
vindicate the name of its company, as there have been so many complaint 
about Frank's pook. So my book will be read by at least nine officials 
my agent said. 

What did you think about the National Inquirer's centerfold 
piece on JFK and the Dade County Circuit Court judge's view on the 
Milteer development? 

As far as the Mafia^o's story that the CIA-FBI was willing 
to pay $1 million, it is significant that this move was made in 
January ) ( J6 3, the same month King had a savage debate 

in an open SCLC meeting where many of his SCLC ofificials bitterly 
criticized King for the June March cn Washington. That was when King 
slipped, and dropped his nonviolent approach, by saying something to 
the effect of paralyzing the city and shutting down the nation's 
capital. There was overtones of violence to what he said, but who ther 

he was speaking in the heat of passion, one will never know. 



As far as relevance, the Mafiaso 's story — if it can 

be verif ied--would seem sianficant in that it would tend to prove 
the CIA and T3I were capable of planning and executing such a crime, 
a proposition many people — and sometimes myself — have difficulty in 
believing. 



There are only two ways to proceed in investigating a 
conspiracy. In the King case, you can start with the man accused 
and go backward, trying to pick up clues as to whether there was 
a conspiracy. However, v osjRay,ei ther does not know* too much, or is 
afraid of telling what h^^rfSws , you can only go so far in that 
direction. On the other hand, if you have evidence that there had 
been a conspiracy to kill King, then the investigation must then 
proceed to the point where you can detennine if there was any definite 
link between -the conspiracy itself and ^fafeactual killing itself. 

Or in the language of a lawyer, i t must be determined if there is a 
Qnain of actual causation betwe en the conspiracy itself and the actual 
Then, one must determine if the proximate cause of the 
assassination sprung from the influence of those map 

conspiring, or whether the actual trigger man acted on his alone and 
would have acted on his owrv^^ffioCt the influence of other conspirator 
acting upon him. ** 

I think I know what you are driving at when you asked 
me to see if the Loeb archives revealed any information as to 
whether the strike had been near the settlement point at that time. 
That was exactly the fact I was looking for when I researched the 
file. 



No, there is nothing in the Loeb's written memoranda, 
etc, logs, pertaining to the substance of any negotiation settlement 
discussions. The best sources for the proposition that the strike 

was close to the settlement 'tnnwlimi before King* came to Memphis to 
march with the sanitation workers on March 28 comes from Rev. James 

I. awson, and two members of the city council: Jerri Blanchard, and 

J. o. Patterson. 



I remember discussing this with you at our last 
long discussion in Memphis when you came here with Les Payne, 
(you probably thought I was too drunk to remember huh) . 

I remember citing you the authority of a master's 
thesis written 4 ^ by Robert Bailey and on file with the Memphis 
State University^ history department. This was the opinion of 
the writer, bailey. 



I respect Bailey* s scholarship and his ideas in 
general, but since I have talked to you, I have become more cautious 
concerning this proposition. 



For instance, Loeb's silence or less vehement language 
at that point night have created’ in the minds of those city council 
members trying to settle the strike that Loeb was weakening. No one 
knows what was going on in Loeb's r.ind. "^c/is no evidence in the 
public records or the rhetoric of Loeb quoted in the press at that 
time that the strike was near settlement. The best case bob can make 
for the propositions is that there was, at least in private, a majority 
of city councilman /willing to deal with the union and negotiate jr ^ 
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settlement. However, merely having a majority on the council would 
not be enough to settle the strike if iienry Loeb uid not want to 
negotiate with the union. The city charter gave powers of administratic 
to the ma^or not the council, tne legislative arm. Whether the council 
could supercede the mayor, take matters in its own hands, and sign a 
contract with the union andmake it binding on the city hii 
was an issue being fiercely debated by council members at that time. 

• ihile some council members said they would vote to approve a move by 
the executive arm to recognize the union, they would not vote in public 
on a reso lut ion urging Mayor Leb to recognize the union. These members 
took the MRc position that it would violate the principle of the city 
charter if it sought to dictate to the executive arm on important 
issues where the charter gave administrative control to the mayor. 

Of course when King was killed, I think Loeb threw in the 
towel because" of big pressure from big businessmen, who, hithertof ore , 
had remained aloojp on most municipal affairs. On®, such businessman 
was a multi-millionaire, philantrophist , Abe Plough. Loeb is basically 
an establishmentarian in a crisis, and he could no longer take his 
stubborn, independent stance when the forces of the establishment 
closed in on him. So he recognized the union and the union ended ^ 
getting more than it had originally asked for. 

How long will it be before your book on the King case 

comes out? 



Your friend, 




